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Cash  receipts  in  1950  were  less  than  5  per- 
cent above  or  below  their  1949  levels  in  two- 
thirds  of  the  States,  with  an  average  decrease  of 
only  1  percent  for  the  United  States  as  a  whole. 
The  largest  declines  occurred  in  Maine,  where 
both   production    and   prices   of  potatoes  were 


down,  and  in  Oklahoma,  where  wheat  production 
was  substantially  down.  Noteworthy  gains  in 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia  were  due  to  tobacco; 
and  increases  in  Washington  and  Oregon  were 
caused  largely  by  wheat,  fruits,  and  legume  and 
grass  seeds. 
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FARM  INCOME  DOWN  AGAIN  IN  1950 

Faniters  in  the  tMited  States  realized  8  percent  less  net  income 
from  faming  operations  in  1950  than  they  did  in  1949.    Preliminary  esti- 
mates indicate  that  their  total  realized  net  income  "was  13.0  billion  dol- 
lar? in  1950  as  coiapai'ed  -with  14.1  billion  in  1949. 

TliiE  decline,  following  even  larger  drops  in  both  1948  and  1949> 
brought  the  realized  net  income  of  farm  operators  down  27  percent  from 
the  1947  record  high  of  17.8  billion  dollars .    On.  the  other  hand,  prices 
paid  by  farmers  for  ccmriodities  and  services  used  in  family  living  and 
maintenance  averaged  higher  in  1950  than  in  1947.    In  terns  of  purchasing 
power,  tterefore,  farmers*  net  income  in  1950  was  down  30  percent  fron. 
3  years  earlier. 

The  realized  net  incOTie  of  fam  operators  is  obtained  by  subtract- 
ing their  total  expoises  of  production  from  gross  farm  income.    The  latter 
includes  the  value  of  crops  and  livestock  sold,  placed  under  Govemment 
loan,  or  used  in  the  farm  home  during  the  year,  plus  Govemment  payments 
to  farmers  and  the  rents,l  value  of  farm  homes.    Thus,  neitlier  gross  in- 
come nor  realized  net  income  includes  the  value  of  any  increases  or  de- 
creases during  the  year  in  farm  inventories  of  crops  and  livestock.  Such 
iiiventoiy  changes  affect  onj^r  the  distribution  of  income  between  successive 
years.    They  are  excluded  to  provide  a  measure  of  income  actually  "realized" 
and  available  for  farm  family  living  and  other  nonfam  exp^ditures  during 
the  given  year. 

Almost  nine-tenttis  of  farmers'  totel  gross  income  comes  frcsci  sales 
of  their  products.    Cash  receipts  from  fam  marketings  were  27.9  billion 
dollars  in  1950,  or  1  percent  less  than  in  1949.    The  rise  in  prices  of 
most  fam  products  duilng  the  seccoid  half  of  the  year  was  not  quite  enou^ 
to  offset  the  COTibined  effect  of  lower  prices  earlier  in  1950  and  an  over- 
all reduction  of  6  percent  in  the  volume  of  products  sold.    Total  gross 
incOTie,  estim^ited  at  32.1  billion  dollars,  was  also  slightly  smaller  than 
in  1949. 

Higher  costs  of  production,  however,  were  the  principal  reason  for 
the  1950  drop  in  realized  net  income.    Farm  production  expenses  amounted 
to  19.1  billion  dollars,  6  percent  more  than  in  1949  and  3  percent  above 
the  previous  record  high  set  in  1948.    These  expenses  cover  purchased 
feed  and  livestock,  fertilizer,  hired  labor,  and  other  operating  expenses, 
plus  rent,  interest,  taxes,  and  other  overhead  costs.    They  are  actual 
cash  expenditures  for  production  purposes  except  in  the  case  of  machinery, 
buildings,  and  other  capital  equipment,  where  normal  depreciation  charges 
are  used  instead  of  cash  outlays  during  the  year.    The  rise  in  total  ex- 
penses during  1950  was  due  mostly  to  larger  e:qpenditures  for  feed  and  live- 
stock, hi^er  rents,  and  increases  in  both  operating  costs  and  depreciation 
charges  for  fam  machinery.    The  only  notewortl:^  decline  was  in  the  cost 
of  hired  labor. 

The  wages  received  by  hired  fam  workers  are  a  business  expense  to 
fam  operators,  but  they  are  also  income  to  the  workers  themselves,  Fam 
wages  of  laborers  living  on  farms  were  about  2  billion  dollars  in  1950, 
or  5  percent  less  than  in  1949.    The  decline  was  due  to  a  smaller  average 
number  of  hired  workers,  as  the  average  wage  per  worker  was  practically  the 
same  as  in  1949* 
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Table  1.-  Farm  income  and  nonfarm  income,  United  States,  194.7-50  1/ 


Item 


:  Million 

•  dollars 

Cash  receipts  from  fam  marketings   j  30,014 

Government  payments  to  farmers   i  314 

Home  consmnption  of  farm  products   :  3j095 

Rental  value  of  farm  dwellings   ;  1,220 

Gross  fam  income  :  34^ ^3 

Farm  production  expenses   ;  ~l6,84-9 

Farm  operators'  realized  net  income   :  17j794. 

Farm  wages  to  laborers  on  farms   j  1,989 

Realized  net  income  of  persons  on  : 

fams  from  farming   .:  19,783 

Income  of  farm  population  from  : 

nonfam  sources  5/   ,  :  4>400 

Net  change  in  farm  inventories  ^/   :  -1,059 

Income  of  fana  population  from  all  sources.:  23,124 

Income  of  nonfam  population  ^/   ;  162,719 

Total  national  income  ^/   :  185,843 


Million 
dollars 

30,544 
257 

2,936 
1;334 

35,071 
-18,545 

16,526 
2,147 


Million 
dollars 

28,127 
185 
2,504 
■  1,351 
32,167 
-18,038, 
14,129 
2,063 


Million 
dollars 

27,921 
267 
2,503 
1,364 
32,055 
-19,081 
12,974 
1,968 


18,673     16,192  14,942 


4,800 
496 
23,969 
183,509 
207,478 


4,700 

-258 

20,634 

mt4i4_ 
204,088 


4,700 
-284 
19,358 
195,586 
214,944 


:  Dollars    Dollars    Dollars  Dollars 

« 

Income  per  person  on  farms  from  : 

all  sources  6/   ,  •         922  96O  816  804 

Income  per  person  not  on  farms   :      1,383       1,523       1,494  1,546 


1/    Governnout.  paymonts  ar-  includedi,,  .   

2/  Prolirainary. 

^    New  estimates  of  the  farm  population,  tentatively  revised  in  line  with  the  defi- 
nition adopted  in  the  1950  Census,  exclude  for  the  first  time  a  considerable  number 
of  people  v/hose  income  has  been  almost  entirely  from  nonfarm  sources.    %ie  series  or 
income  of  the  fam  population  from  nonfarm  sources  has  been  revised  downward  to  take 
this  into  account. 

Farm  inventor;^'-  chan^^es  are  added  here  for  comparison  with  nonfarm  income  because 
the  latter  includes  changes  in  nonfarm  business  inventories. 

The  series  on  income  of  the  nonfarm  population  and  total  national  income  are 
those  previously  developed  for  use  in  comparison  with  income  of  the  farm  population. 
They  are  based  on  Department  of  Commerce  estimates  of  nonagri cultural  income,  with 
appropriate  adjustments  to  improve  their  comparability  with  farm  incoiae. 
£/   Estimates  of  per  capita  income  are  preliminary  and  subject  to  change  v/hen  final 
revisions  are  completed  in  the  estimates  of  farm  and  nonfarm  population. 
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The  realized  net  incorae  of  all  persons  on  farms  from  farming 
was  not  quite  15  billion  dollars  in  1950,  down  8  percent  from  1949. 
This  total  includes  the  amount  of  wages,  in  cash  or  in  kind,  paid  to 
hired  farm  workers  living  on  fams,  in  addition  to  the  realized  net 
income  of  farm  operators. 

In  addition  to  their  realized  net  income  from  farming,  many- 
farm  people  also  have  income  from  nonfarm  employment  or  nonfarm  in- 
vestments.   From  the  limited  data  available,  it  is  estimated  that 
farm  residents  received  income  from  nonfarm  sources  totaling  4-. 7  bil- 
lion dollars  in'  1950,-  or  the  same  as  in  1949.    For  purposes  of  com- 
parison with  the  income  of  nonfarm  people,  it  is  necessary  to  add 
this  amount  to  the  realized  net  income  from  farming. 

Farming  inventory  changes  must  also  be  added  whenever  com- 
parisons are  made  between  the  portions  of  national  incorae  going  to 
the  farm  and  to  the  nonfarm  population,  because  the  nonfarm  portion 
of  the  national  income  "includes  the  value  of  changes  in  nonfarm 
business  inventories.    The  net  change  in  farm  inventories  reflects 
the  physical  changes-  du-ring-  the  year  in  crops  and  livestock  held  for 
sale  on  farms,  with  the  changes  valued' at  year-end  prices.    It  was 
relatively  small  in  19 50^  an  increase  in  livestock  numbers  having 
been  more  than  offset  by  smaller  crop  inventories. 

The  total  net  incom.e  of  farm  people,  including  all  these 
items,  averaged.  j^B04  per  person  in  1950,  down  1  percent  from  1949. 
This  figure  coiup.ites  v/ith  an  average  of  ;&1,546  for  nonfarm  people, 
which  was  3  percent  higher  than  in  1949.    Per  capita  incorae  of  the 
farm  population- v/as  only  52  percent  as  large  as  the  1950  average  for 
nonfarm  people — down'  from  -55  percent  in  1949  and  67  percent  in  1947. 

All  1950  estimates  of  total  income  in  the  accompanying  table 
are  preliminary^  but  they  are  based  on  the  best  information  available 
as  of  February  1,    It  is  not  expected  that  there  will  be  enough 
additional  data  to  allow  any  substantial  revisions  before  July  1, 
Estimates  of  the  farm  population  and  of  the  nonfam  population  for 
the  years  1947-50,  used  in  determining  per  capita  income  at  the 
bottom  of  the  table,  have  been  tentatively  revised  in  accordance 
with  the  new  definition  of  the  farm  population  adopted  in  the 
1950  Census.    This  definition  excluded  from  the  farm  population  for 
the  first  time  a  considerable  number  of  people  whose  income  has  been 
almost  entirely  from  nonfam  sources.    Although  the  estimates  of 
income  of  the  farm  population  from  nonfarm  sources  have  been  ad- 
justed downward  to  allow  for  this  change,  the  effect  of  using  the 
new  population  figures  has  nevertheless  been  to  raise  per  capita 
farm  incorae  by  about  7  percent  above  what  it  would  have  been  under 
the  old  definition,  and  to  lower  nonfarm  per  capita  income  about 
2  percent.    Comparable  estimates  of  per  capita  income  on  a  revised 
basis  for  years  prior  to  1947  will  not  be  available  before  July  of 
this  year,  when  it  is  expected  that  the  farm  population  estimates 
for  all  years  will  have  been  fully  revised  to  the  new  definition. 
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CASH  RECEIPTS  FROIiI  FARIJ  MJIRKETIKGS  IN  1950 

Famers'  cash  receipts  from  marketings  in  1950  came  to  27.9  bil- 
lion dollars,  or  1  percent  less  than  their  receipts  in  1949.    A  6-percent 
decline  in  the  total  volume  of  sales  was  only  partly  offset  by  higher 
average  prices. 

Crop  receipts,  amounting  to  12,3  billion  dollars,  were  down  3  per- 
cent.   Receipts  from  livestock  and  livestock  products  totaled  15.6  billion 
dollars,  1  percent  above  their  1949  level.    Price  increases  averaged  a 
little  larger  for  crops  thann  for  livestock;  but  almost  all  of  the  decline 
in  total  marketings  was  due  to  smaller  sales  of  a  few  important  crops. 

On  a  State  basis,  cash  receipts  in  1950  showed  percentage  changes 
ranging  from  a  16-percent  drop  in  Maine  to  an  11-percent  rise  in  North 
Carolina,    Declines  v;ere  more  numerous  than  increases,  but  the  changes 
in  most  States  tended  to  be  relatively  small  either  way. 

Cash  receipts  by  commodities 

Cash  receipts  for  most  farm  commodities  were  higher  in  1950  than 
in  1949;  but  the  increases  were  outweighed  by  substantial  ddclines  in  a 
fev/  important  commodities.    The  largest  percentage  increase  v/as  around 
85  percent  for  grapes;  the  largest  decline  v;as  30  percent  for  potatoes. 
Price  changes  accounted  for  both  of  these  extremes. 

An  increase  of  around  10  percent  in  cash  receipts  from  broilers 
vras  the  largest  for  the  livestock  group.    Sales  of  broilers  were  up  sub- 
stantially and  more  than  offset  the  lov/er  prices.    The  increase  for 
broilers,  however,  was  about  offset  by  an  8-percent  decline  in  receipts 
from  other  chickens.    Egg  production  was  about  5  percent  larger  than  in 
1949,  but  prices  averaged  nearly  20  percent  lower,  so  cash  receipts  from 
eggs  were  down  about  15  percent.    Total  receipts  from  all  poultry  and 
eggs  v/ere  off  10  percent. 

Cash  receipts  from  meat  animals  were  6  percent  above  their  1949 
level,  with  cattle  and  calves,  hogs,  and  sheep  and  lambs  each  up  about 
the  same  percentage.    The  increase  in  hog  receipts  was  due  entirely  to 
a  larger  volume  of  sales.    For  cattle  and  calves  and  also  for  sheep  and 
lambs,  the  increases  reflected  some  declines  in  quantities  sold,  but  at 
prices  averaging  from  10  to  20  percent  higher  than  in  1949.    There  was 
little  change  in  dairy  receipts;  milk  production  was  up  slightly  but 
prices  averaged  slightly  lower. 

Major  declines  in  the  case  of  crops — in  addition  to  potatoes 
mentioned  above — occurred  in  cash  receipts  from  wheat  (23  percent),  com 
(15  percent),  cotton  (10  percent),  and  flaxseed  (28  percent).  Prices 
averaged  somewhat  higher  for  both  corn  and  wheat,  but  sales  volume  was 
down  20  and  25  percent  respectively.    Lower  prices  and  smaller  marketings 
contributed  about  equally  to  the  drop  in  receipts  from  from  flaxseed. 
The  net  decline  of  10  percent  for  cotton  combines  a  13-percent  drop  for 
cotton  lint  with  a  20-percent  rise  in  receipts  from  cottonseed;  volume 
of  sales  was  do\m  about  35  percent  in  each  case,  but  prices  rose  con- 
siderably more,  on  the  average,  for  cottonseed  than  for  cotton  lint. 


JANUARI-FEBRUARY  1951 


-  6  - 


Other  crops  with  smaller  cash  receipts  in  1950  than  in  1949  were 
dry  edible  beans  (down  25  percent),  lemons  (20  percent),  sweetpotatoes 
(10  percent),  hay  (8  percent),  and  trvick  crops  (5  percent).    Lower  average 
prices  accounted  for  all  these  declines  except  that  in  dry  edible  beans^ 
where  a  smaller  volume  also  played  a  part.    Receipts  from  peanuts  were 
almost  the  same  as  in  1949*  a  smaller  volume  having  been  sold  at  slightly 
higher  prices. 

Tobacco  was  the  most  important  crop  to  show  a  rise  in  cash  receipts 
during  1950.    Increased  sales  and  higher  average  prices  were  about  equally 
responsible  for  a  20-percent  rise  in  cash  receipts  from  all  types  of 
tobacco  combined.    However,  most  of  the  increase  occurred  in  the  flue- 
cured  types,  v/ith  some  others  showing  small  declines. 

Other  increases  in  crop  receipts  were  around  40  percent  for  pears 
and  sugar  beetsj  30  percent  for  soybeans,  peaches,  and  strawberries; 
25  percent  for  grapefruit;  close  to  20  percent  for  oranges,  barley,  and 
sugarcane  for  sugar;  and  from  10  to  15  percent  for  rice,  rye,  oats,  and 
apples.    Higher  average  prices  were  a  factor  in  all  of  these  increases — 
and  the  principal  one  in  most  cases. 

Cash  receipts  by  States 

Total  1950  cash  receipts  were  dov/n  from  1949  in  32  States,  up  in 
only  16.    The  changes,  however,  were  relatively  small  in  most  cases: 
receipts  in  almost  half  of  the  States  were  within  2  percent  of  their 
1949  levels;  and  in  tv/o-thirds  they  \fere  within  a  range  of  plus  or  minus 
5  percent.    The  largest  increases — from  9  to  11  percent — occurred  in 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  iVashington,  Oregon,  and  Montana.    The  largest 
declines  were  16  percent  in  Maine  and  I3  percent  in  Oklahoma. 

Despite  the  slight  gain  in  livestock  receipts  for  the  country  as  a 
whole,  receipts  from  that  source  were  lower  in  nearly  half  of  the  States. 
The  declines  occurred  mostly  in  those  States  of  the  North  Atlantic,  South 
Atlantic,  and  South  Central  Regions  in  which  a  relatively  large  part  of 
total  livestock  receipts    .is  derived  from  chickens  (other  than  broilers) 
and  eggs.    The  percentage  declines  v\;ere  largest  in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
and  Nev/  Hampshire;  but  there  was  some  reduction  in  each  of  the  North 
Atlantic  States.    The  largest  percentage  gains  in  livestock  receipts  were 
in  Montana,  V/yoming,  New  Mexico,  Georgia,  North  Dakota,  Iowa,  Idaho,  and 
Arizona — where  meat  animals  generally  are  an  important  source  of  income. 

VJith  crop  receipts  down  3  percent  for  the  Nation  as  a  whole,  most 
States  showed  declines  in  this  category — especially  where  cotton,  wheat, 
com,  and  potatoes  are  importanto    Crop  receipts  were  down  a  third  in 
Nevada;  25  percent  in  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Maine,  and  Colorado;  and 
around  15  percent  in  Iowa,  1/Vyoming,  North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Arkansas, 
and  New  Mexico,    On  the  other  hand,  cash  receipts  from  crops  rose  25  per- 
cent in  Virginia  and  from  10  to  15  percent  in  Oregon,  North  Carolina, 
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Washington,  and  CaliTomia..    Tabaccb  accowited  for  the  increases  in 
Virginia  and  i-iorth  Carolina;  ..m.QSt  of  the  other  gains  were  in  fruits  and 
in  legume  &nd  grass  s6©d9,  although  1950  wheat  pro^'uction  and  cash  re- 
ceipts were  also,  iilcreasqd  ill- Was  contrary  to  the  national  trend. 

California,  increase!  its  previously  slight  aargin  as  the  State 
with  the  largest  total  cash > receipts  frpm  farm  narl:e tings.    Iowa  replace4, 
Texas  as  the  Sta.te  with  the  seccaid  largest  total.  .  The  first  4  States 
ranlted.as  follows  in  1950:    ,(1)  California— billion  dollars,  (2)  Iowa 
2.06  billion,  (3)  Texas--nl.99  billion,  and  {A).  Illinois-7.1.72  billion.  . 

'  PSELL^HMPJ  i:OKTHLY  ESTHiAOES,  1951 

Cash  receipts  in  February 

■»'..,..  

Fanners «  cash  receipts  from  marketings  in  ""'fibruaLry  csiiie  to  about 

1.9  billion  dollars— 20  percent  beloir  January-  but  ,20  percent  "triord  than  in 
t'ebruaiy  1950,    Prices  of  lart:  procucts  averaged  4  percent  higher  than  iri 
Janxiary  and  32  percent  higher  tlian  a  year  ago,'   Sales'  'volu^ae  was  doi^m  sub- 
stantially f ror.i  the    previous  iionth,  partly  because  of  fewer  mariceting 
days  in  Febraar/,  ,  ■■      •  ,  ,  • . 

Febn^ry  receipts  f  ron  livestock  and  lives  1^ck  "products  are  esti- 
mated at  1,3  billion  doll£.rs,  10  percent  less  than  in  January  but  30  per^ 
cent  above  a  year  ago.    Seasonally  snialler  marketings  held  cash  receipts 
fron  meat  animals  below  the  Januai^r  level;  but  higher  prices  accounted 
for  a  substantial  percentage  rise  over  February/  of  last  year.    Dairy  and 
poultry  receipts  were  £  little  less  theji  in  Janiiajy;  but  they  were  both 
well  above  a  year  a;^o  bec£.use  of  higher  average  prices, - 

Crop  receipts  were  around  0,6  billion  dollars,  40  percent  below 
Januai^jr  and  about  the  sane  as  in  Februar:^  1950,    Receipts  from  nearly  all 
crops  v/ere  down  seasonally,  -vath  marketings  substantially  SLialler  and 
prices  averaging  only  slightly  higher.    As  compared  with  last  February'-, 
a  spioller  volume  of  crop  riarlcetlngs  was  offset  by  higher  prices. 

Cash  receipts ,  Januarr-Feb rua ry 

In  the  first  2  months  of  1951,  lartiers  received  about  4.4  billion 
dollars  from  :narketings,  -.'hich  -/as  15  percent  more  -than  they  received  -in 
the  corresponding  period  last  year.    Higher  average  prices  more  than  off-  . 
set  a  smaller  voluir.e  of  sales.    Receipts  from  livestock  and  livestock 
products  were  about  30  percent  above  last  year,  with  all  the  principal  . 
J-ivestock  commodities  sharing  in  the  increase.    Crop  receipts,  however, 
totaled  sli ihtly  smaller  than  a  year  ago,  .  . 
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Table 

2.-  Cash  receipts  from  farming 

,  United  States 

Source 

J  January-December: 

December 

i  January 

:  1949 

1 '  1950  : 

1949 

:  1950 

t  1950 

:  1951 

: Mil. dole 

Mil.dol, 

Mil.dol. 

Mil.dol. 

Mil.dol. 

Mil.dol, 

Farm  marketings  and 

27,921 

2,464 

2,672 

2,238 

2,470 

Livestock  and  products... 

^^13,599 

1,206 

1,456 

1,139 

1,505 

■  8,903 

646 

827 

676 

955 

3,781 

3,758 

274. 

282 

290 

324 

3,038 

2,741 

273 

329 

165 

215 

197 

13 

18 

8 

11 

• 
m 

12,322 

1,258 

1,216 

1,099 

965 

..1,875 

90 

115 

131 

107 

'■;^,096 

257 

246 

313 

233  ■ 

Cotton  (lint  and  seed). 

2,637 

2,367 

415 

302 

224 

215 

■  876 

61 

75 

34 

34 

. c. ?  904 

1,091 

127 

139 

150 

132 

1,571 

107 

93 

■  ■  109 

95 

Fruits  and  tree  nuts , , , 

1,387 

89 

110 

67 

61 

. o . :  912 

1,059 

112 

136 

71 

88 

* 
• 

"267 

9 

20 

16 

29 

• 

28,188 

2,473 

2,692 

2,254 

2,499 

Table  3o-  Index  numbers  of  cash  receipts  from  fam  marketings  and  CCC  loans, 
physical  volume  of  fam  marketings,  and  prices  received  by  farmers, 

United  States  (1935-39  =  100) 

;  January-December;  December       :  January 

 L    1949    ;    1950    ;    1949    :    1950    i    1950    ;  1951 


Gash  receipts  from  farm  • 
marketings  and  CCC  loans  l/;  : 


;  353 

350 

371 

402 

337 

397 

:  338 

343 

318 

384 

301 

338 

:  372 

358 

441 

426 

385 

372 

Physical  volume  of  farm 
marketings; 


151 

142 

165 

149 

154 

138 

Livestock  and  products ^ . . .; 

U5 

146 

149 

151 

148 

158 

136 

187 

146 

168 

126 

t 

Prices  received  by  farmers:  t 


232 

239 

217 

266 

219 

279 

Livestock  and  products : 

237 

242 

222 

271 

217 

281 

226 

235 

213 

261 

222 

278 

1/  Receipts  from  loans  represent  value  of  loans  minus  value  of  redemptions  during 
the  month. 
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Table  4.-  Cash  receipts  from  farm  marketings,  by  States,  Januaiy-December  19^9-50 

"      .        ,  .              ;  Livestock  and  products  i  Crops  :  Total  

State  and  region  —     ^^^^  ^         ^^^^       ^   .         ^^^3^  ^         ^^^^  ^ 

:  1,000  1,000  1,000  1,000  1,000  1,000 

:  dollars  dollars  dollars  dollars  dollars  dollars 
1 

Maine   t  75,528  72,964  105,a6  78,703  180,9U  151,667 

New  Hampshire   :  50,212  47,182  13,201  13,402  63,413  60,584 

7e:Tr.ont   :  88,788  88,071  16,356  17,389  105,144  105,460 

Massachusetts   :  117,302  110,924  65,372  66,405  182,674  177,329 

Rhode  Island   j  16,983  16,054  6,131  5,661  23,114  21,715 

Connecticut  :  97,703  90,773  58,198  54,739  155,901  145,512 

New  York  :  587,622  577,770  281,875  273,126  869,497  850,896 

New  Jersey   179,437  167,895  112,983  111,904  292,420  279,799 

Pennsylvania   j  577,483  552,892  190,865  178,041  768,348  730,933 

North  Atlantic   :  1,791,058  1,724,525  850,397  799,370  2,641,455  2,523,895 

Ohio   t  640,429  648,185  316,456  285,516  956,885  933,701 

Indiana  j  665,028  667,677  292,272  273, lU  957,300  940,791 

Illinois   t  999,338  995,857  731,338  724,2?3  1,730,676  1,720,080 

Michigan   j  403,336  401,815  266,717  272,266  670,053  674,081 

Wisconsin   t  828,476  829,240  123,952  130,502  952,428  959,742 

Bast  North  Central   :  3,536,607  3,542,774  1,730,735  1,685,621  5,267,342  5,228,395 

i 

Minnesota  :  838,765  860,494  352,442  304,064  1,191,207  1,164,558 

Iowa   :  1,600,057  1,689,766  440,473  368,335  2,040,530  2,058,101 

Missouri   :  737,330  768,945  267,106  240,336  1,004,436  1,009,281 

North  Dakota    170,117  181,783  363,632  309,621  533,749  491,404 

South  Dakota   j  364,215  376,569  186,192  139,373  550,407  515,942 

Nebraska    600,267  622,824  322,628  307,626  922,895  930,450 

Kansas    538,503  565,678  465,712  435,112  1,004,215  1,000,790 

West  North  Central   i  4,849,254  5,066,059  2,398,185  2,104,467  7,247,439  7,170,526 

Delaware   :  80,704  81,351  16,867  15,807  97,571  97,158 

Maryland   ,  160,301  157,144  78,130  75,9a  238,431  233,085 

Virginia    223,122  219,843  182,454  228,211  405,576  448,054 

West  Virginia   92,220  89,671  22,168  23,298  114,388  112,969 

North  Carolina   s  U5,985  Ul,623  559,661  644,405  705,646  786,028 

South  CaroUna  j  62,471  61,204  215,765  209,479  278,236  270,683 

  155,734  165,979  290,768  306,058  446,502  472,037 

^^^'■^^   '  96,461  92,320  338,673  344,980  435,134  437,300 

South  Atlantic  :  1,016,998  1,009,135  l,704,ii86  1,848,179  2,721,484  2,857,314 

■Kentucky   280,155  273,964  254,289  240,272  534,444  514,236 

Tennessee  ,  215,067  210,421  216,894  209,939  431,961  420.360 

 «  119,063  119,006  219,693  208,139  333,756  327,U5 

Mississippi   ,  113,954  111,537  376,282  334,246  490,236  445,783 

t^'^^"    U9,634  155,300  386,ia  331,045  535,775  486,345 

^^^f^a^a  s  98,045  93,422  238,9a  238,575  336,986  331,997 

^Jp^^    290,034  301,239  313,202  225,484  603,236  526,723 

^^^^   «  786,799  806,100  1,270,284  1,187,163  2,057,083  1,993,263 

t 

South  Central  :  2,052,751  2,070,989  3,275,726  2,974,863  5,328,477  5,045,852 

i 

^f^^  1  189,596  207,735  174, 2ZL  187,621  363,817  395,356 

  134,069  ia,528  203,931  193,899  338,000  335,427 

7°°^f  «  95,372  104,740  40,182  33,683  136,054  118,423 

  280,847  288,094  245,286  187,621  526,133  475,715 

Nw  Mexico   ,  111,651  119,474  81,957  70,380  193,608  190,354 

 '  69,029  72,973  177,276  183,497  246,305  256,470 

• '  103,1U  104,193  47,455  43,013  150,569  U7,206 

I'l^f;   38,024  39,U5  8,242  5,459  46,266  44,604 

Washington   :  185,957  191,505  313,286  358,052  499,243  549  557 

.^,f^  •;  '  164,269  170,753  199,294  230,459  363,563  401,212 

-alifomla  ,  771,1^9  744,600  1,286,022  l,a5,840  2,057,211  2,160,440 

^^^^^  \  2,U3,617  2,184,740  2,777,152  2,910,024  4,920,769  5,094,764 

Onlted  States   .15,390,285  15,598,222  12,736,681  12,322,524  28,126,966  27,920,746 
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Table  5.-  Cash  receipts  from  fara  Marketings,  '07  States,  December  1949-50 

State  and  region 

:    Livestock  and  oroducta 

: 

Crops 

t 

Total 

t  1949 

!  1950 

:  1949 

1  1950 

8  1949 

s        1950    ,  . 

»  1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

J  dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

t 

6,672 

8,722 

5,358 

14,333 

12,030 

4,907 

1,178 

999 

5,105 

5,906 

/  ,  lOJ. 

1,184 

1,161 

7,955 

8,922 

9,361 

11,233 

c  An 

IS,  5^ 

•i-,?4V 

579 

557 

1,932 

2,106 

9,041 

c  1  ^  A 
5,130 

14,1// 

53,108 

18,890 

21,020 

67,062 

74,128 

17,127 

3,320 

3,937 

18,060 

21,064 

50,476 

11,046 

10,896 

56,132 

61,372 

XOX,o  //f 

54,824 

56,377 

197,658 

218,251 

55,*75 

24,939 

21,390 

71,270 

76,665 

60,600 

23,290 

/2,Ol4 

82,9^ry 

96,362 

55,478 

51,538 

132,733 

U7,900 

36,720 

20,528 

17,166 

52,564 

53,886 

74,761 

7,155 

7,034 

70,757 

81,795 

1 

323,718 

131,390 

119,505 

399,938 

443,223 

•        71  OT; 

HQ  'ioo 

27,945 

21,277 

99,760 

110,667 

195,929 

3  /,o<jp 

om  /.*?<; 
<Joi,»»35 

OOO  CO/ 

,              CO  L.QI 

25,274 

29,027 

83,968 

102,392 

12,799 

15,787 

O^  Itt/ 

OA 

...J  29,960 

38,236 

11,429 

13,084 

41,389 

51,320 

55,406 

33,880 

38,109 

78,110 

93,515 

53,476 

29,220 

37,563 

70,024 

91,039 

t 

521,589 

191,494 

199,849 

601,023 

721,438 

t 

6,940 

827 

929 

6,915 

7,869 

♦       10  //.fl 

2,486 

2,804 

U,934 

16,563 

18,303 

2^,438 

Ano 

<           A  TO/. 

2,609 

2,775 

8,803 

9,401 

1 » 1  V^    ^  1 .  1 1 1 1 T  T  1 1  ["1 

12,185 

<£o,iui 

3y,U05 

...J  5,009 

5,670 

8,092 

7,845 

13,101 

13,515 

16,209 

20,087 

21,939 

33,a2 

38,148 

9,499 

31,009 

34,305 

39,262 

43,804 

t 

89,191 

113,458 

123,136 

191,111 

212,327 

t 

21,129 

88,006 

86,907 

106,351 

108,036 

•            1 /    1  T7 

±5,900 

33,323 

a,  289 

47,440 

57,189 

10,770 

15,874 

19,839 

25,157 

30,609 

•          n  Aoti 

33,484 

36,879 

a,ii2 

45,501 

11,897 

51,083 

42,943 

01,073 

54,840 

9,629 

40,521 

38,783 

48,992 

48,a2 

21,957 

30,505 

19,321 

49,015 

41,278 

69,106 

188,863 

125,472 

247,396 

194,578 

: 

169,010 

482,259 

411,433 

627,136 

580,443 

1 

12,335 

9,379 

17,688 

19,136 

30,023 

14,U7 

19,025 

19,608 

30,565 

33,755 

3,n3 

4,109 

3,998 

6,608 

7,111 

22,892 

18,445 

19,899 

38,323 

42,791 

,            c  ono 

o,*t50 

16,369 

12,248 

21,641 

18,704 

4,646 

31,003 

27,515 

35,058 

32,101 

•           0  Qoy 

J-L,oUX 

4,470 

4,739 

U,404 

16,540 

4,464 

707 

4,375 

5,<3i 

18,500 

17,267 

23,865 

32,916 

42,365 

18,543 

15,101 

18,657 

30,278 

37,200  • 

73,370 

148,169 

156,726 

213,536 

230,096 

190,267 

284,  U9 

305,710 

446,840 

495,977 

1,455,649 

1,257,574 

1,216,010 

2,463,706 

2,671,659 
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Table  6.-  Cash  receipts  from  farm  marketings,  by  States,  Jariuaiy  1950-51 


: 

Livestock 

and  products 

: 

Crops 

: 

Total 

t 

19^0' 

:  1951 

J  1950 

I  1951 

J  1950 

1  1951 

1 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

: 

dollars 

dollars 

dollars 

doUai-s 

dollars 

dollars 

: 

5,0U 

6,763 

9,934 

7,327 

U,948 

14,090 

3,U9 

4,110 

1,068 

1,193 

4,217 

5,303 

7,596 

9,082 

1,458 

1,540 

9,054 

10,622 

•  •  •  2 

R  ■  /.  /.  Q 
w  , 

10,821 

4,480 

Is. 301 

1,065 

1,298 

432 

349 

1,497 

1,647 

r nr\rt  fiC  ^ A  f^iit.       .     .  .       .  .  . 

•   •  t 

7, 292 

8,628 

6.649 

5.925 

47,256 

56,738 

16,478 

15,989 

63,734 

72,727 

12,731 

16,721 

3,012 

3,387 

15,743 

20,108 

a,  290 

50,819 

12,203 

18,246 

53,493 

69,065 

i 

133,842 

164,980 

56,558 

58,436 

190,400 

223,416 

49,129 

66,009 

21,732 

17,832 

70,861 

83,8a 

TnHI  ana 

iiA.919 

59.957 

2"?.  OAT 

67,962 

77  7qA 

76,368 

104,207 

74,732 

52,740 

151,100 

156,947 

33,544 

40,461 

21,139 

15,547 

54,683 

56,008 

5S,619 

74,896 

10,048 

11,618 

68,667 

86, 514 

i 

262,579 

345,530 

150,694 

115,576 

a3,273 

461,106 

S 

66,105 

89,504 

35,353 

22,219 

101,458 

111,723 

1 

16*).  258 

232,226 

57?  n7H 

74,899 

U,4?6 

18,963 

69,914 

93,862 

12,061 

16,238 

16,720 

29.918 

28,781 

29,242 

41,144 

13,550 

13,855 

42,792 

54,999 

4S,892 

67,192 

31,394 

38,062 

80,286 

105,254 

44,734 

60,919 

42,927 

U,032 

87,661 

74,951 

1 

a9,780 

582,122 

223,337 

176,901 

643,117 

759,023 

! 

5,904 

7,811 

630 

744 

6,534 

8,555 

11,832 

U,395 

2,284 

2,518 

14,116 

16,913 

14,541 

18,644 

19.136 

19.81ji. 

4,413 

5,044 

2,764 

3,084 

7,177 

8,128 

7,063 

8, 509 

12,684 

15.729 

2A  238 

3,733 

4,582 

4,331 

5,130 

8,064 

9,712 

12,642 

16,252 

8,444 

9,558 

21,086 

25,810 

6,464 

7,595 

38,086 

35,874 

44,550 

43,469 

: 

66,592 

82,832 

88,359 

92,451 

154,951 

175,283 

s 

15,842 

19,821 

96,876 

75,361 

112,718 

95,182 

12,727 

15,822 

33,795 

31,877 

46,522 

47,699 

7.844 

10,027 

10,426 

5,982 

7,955 

11,695 

28,937 

17, br/ 

36,892 

9,272 

12,650 

7,010 

8,633 

22,026 

21,384 

29,036 

30,017 

20,297 

26,305 

30,940 

10,319 

51,237 

36,624 

4^,856 

58,821 

151,780 

99,082 

196,636 

157,903 

: 

123,830 

160,034 

366,963 

300,997 

490,793 

461,031 

t 

10,012 

13,472 

10,660 

18,913 

20,672 

32,385 

Idaho  , 

9,345 

12,467 

15,513 

18,167 

24,858 

30,634 

3,621 

4,615 

3,073 

2,388 

6,694 

7,003 

19,305 

25,889 

23,568 

16,476 

42,873 

42,365 

3,846 

5,126 

9,002 

8,373 

12,848 

13,499 

5,960 

7,668 

25. 20s 

22,285 

31  1 

Utah  

7,i4S3 

10,108 

2,926 

2,479 

10,409 

12,587 

1,651 

2,407 

621 

U,306 

16,254 

21,586 

35,892 

43,063 

10,838 

U,273 

10,171 

11,057 

21,009 

25,330 

46,290 

57,169 

90,739 

92,349 

137,029 

U9,518 

t 

132,657 

169,448 

213,064 

220,  U9 

345,721 

389,597 

United  States  

t 

-...,? 

1,139,280 

1,504,946 

1,098,975 

964,510 

2,238,255 

2,469,456 
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